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IN THE 


Umteb States Court of appeals 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
April Term, 1938. 


No. 7186. 


Georgia M. Spruill, Appellant , 


v. 

William T. Ballard, Abram R. Serven, et al., 

Appellees. 


BRIEF ON BEHALF OF APPELLEES. 


STATEMENT OF CASE. 

This case is here on appeal by the appellant from a 
final order of the District Court of the United States 
for the District of Columbia, denying the appellant’s 
motion to revoke the lower court’s order for the sale of 
property involved in this case. 
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ARGUMENT. 

The questions involved in this appeal have been 
fully and finally determined by this court beginning 
first in the matter of Spruill v. Ballard , et aL, 61 Ap¬ 
peals D. C., 112; again the case of Ballard v. Spruill 
and Spruill v. Ballard , Nos. 6142 and 6154 in this court, 
reported at 64 Appeals D. C., 60, together with numer¬ 
ous other actions, involving the same subject matter 
against various defendants. The latest decision is that 
in No. 6842, decided December 27, 1937, wherein the 
present appellant sued Harryman Dorsey, Trustee, ap¬ 
pellee. This latter opinion is a full and complete 
resume of the entire litigation dating back to 1930 and 
to here review this cause, we believe would not be jus¬ 
tified but would be an imposition upon the time of this 
court. The case presents no new question but a reading 
of the brief and an examination of the transcript shows 
conclusively it is a rehash of appellant’s previous ac¬ 
tions. Accordingly counsel are of the opinion that the 
decision of the lower court should be affirmed. 

Respectfully submitted, 

George W. Offutt, 

Ross H. Snyder, 

1416 F Street, N. W., 
Attorneys for Appellees. 






